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S.2 Coroners and Justice Act 1957 was amended to give more clarification to laws in 2009 relating to homicide (justice.gov, 2010). The changes made to the law were made to give more up to date and current definitions and so were clearer when making decisions in the courts. Section 52 of the Act made changes to the definition of demonised responsibility (legislation.gov, 2021). Diminished responsibility is a partial defence used in S.2 Homicide Act, under this act it refers to a person or persons who kills someone and is convicted of voluntary manslaughter instead of murder, under circumstances of the abnormality of mental function. Although diminish responsibility is a partial defence, it can only be used as partial if the abnormality arose from a ‘recognised medical condition’ which substantially impairs the defendant's ability to make rational judgement, nature of their own conduct and the ability to exercise self-control (as seen in Homicide Act 1957). For diminished responsibility to be used as a defence, it must be proved that this was the significant cause for them committing the act, and as such requires up to date medical evidence to prove this for them to withhold the defence. 
One of the biggest changes that were made within S.2 Homicide act (1957) was the term ‘abnormality of mental functioning’ which was later changes to ‘recognised medical condition’. Initially, the term ‘abnormality of mental functioning’ referred to “condition of arrested or retarded development” (Elawresources). This was found to be an inappropriate use of language within modern society and did not give a distinct definition of what this behaviour may include. The term “abnormality of mental functioning” did not clarify what this may entail or require medical proof to be used as a defence, and so made the defence hard to follow as what may be considered as “abnormal mental functioning” (CPS.Gov). Changing the term to “recognised medical condition” meant that it was changed from ‘condition of arrest or retarded development’ to substantially impaired D’s ability to do one or more of the acts that can be found in subsection (1A)– which refers rational judgement, exercising self-control and the nature of conduct. These changes made the definitions for murder and the surrounding defences be more practical for current laws today, but also consistent with medical practice which has also changed in regard to diagnosing and recognising mental health conditions (House of Commons General Committee, 2009) 
Whilst there has been changes to the law, the definitions used at the time of the Homicide Act 1957 were in correspondence with the definitions of mental conditions at the time. The defence of diminished responsibility at the time was seen as a defence of a ‘half insanity plea’. What this meant was this would ultimately make the defence less responsibility, and so it also meant that D would receiver a much lesser punishment (V&Keating, 1998). In the case of V & Keating,  it was suggested that the law surrounding diminished responsibility was reformed as to create a clearer definition on medical facts surrounding the abnormality of mind as although the case law made the definition more clarified, it still wasn’t clear enough to be used in future cases as there were still some confusion around what mental conditions or suffering from abnormality of mind actually was (Elliot & Quinn, 2008). The case of Elliot & Quinn shows the desperate need of why there was need for the law to be reformed regarding the definition of diminished responsibility. Previously, when using the defence of diminished responsibility, the term “abnormality of mind is not specific of an almost check list way of defining whether a person is deemed to be ‘substantially impaired’. (Ministry of justice, 2010). This puts the modern and updated version of the law as an advantage as the 2009 version of this law gives clarification behind what it means to have an abnormality of mental functioning. This is clarified through subsection 1A, considering this subsection being added to the law, it stops offenders from using a very vague abnormality of mind to get a lesser defence for the acts they have committed, creating a fairer decision made by the judges as to a proportionate, right and fair decision overall. 
Another advantage of the reformed law is that the language is more appropriate and in correct terms for modern day society. In the 1957 version, one of many inappropriate words used was “retarded”. This word can be found to be incredibly offence and can be found as a hateful term towards many communities, but especially those who are found to be disabled or paralysed, or those who suffer with any kind of disability for that matter. It was used as a slur in the Paralympics especially during the 1980’s- 1990’s (paralympics.org, 2023). This term was used to describe someone will intellectual disabilities, but also again doesn’t have a specific definition, as a result, as seen in the case of R V Byrne (1960), it was said that Byrne’s sexual impulses and desired were unable to be controlled as a direct result of his retarded development. The outcome of this case was that the court decided Byrne could not claim this as a result of abnormality or mind or as a factor of retarded development, but instead of someone who is vicious and has no self control over his desires. This case was one of importance as it highlighted the need for change as it shies hoe easy it is to use the defence as a loophole, especially in this case where sexual desires in todays society would not be seen as abnormality of mind or retarded development. The word retarded was deemed offensive by many communities, but was first made apparent to society in the special Olympics when altogether spoke out about how the term is offence (specialolympics.org, 2022). In the Coroners and justice Act 2009, ‘retarded’ was changed to the term ‘recognised medical condition’. This meant that less people were able to use the defence as a loophole and also give a direct answer to the courts on what needed to be satisfied to be considered a medical condition , the medical condition to be recognise, medically proven. This also means that people who may be found to have a medical condition, but has not been claimed medically or are not receiving treatment for the condition can not use this defence.  
In conclusion, the coroners and justice Act 2009 provided clarification for what was classified as a medical condition when making decisions on D’s punishment, ultimately making sentencing and trial fair and just. It also stopped loopholes which meant less people getting away with a lesser defence, and so a lesser punishment which results in justice being served correctly. It also rid of any offence language, making the law more modern and suitable to todays society, shoeing inclusivity and consideration for those who it did offend, whilst shutting the gateway that was given to those who tried to claim themselves to be in the same bracket of health just to receive a lesser offence, as seen in R v Byrne. Judges  would agree that the Coroners Act 2009 was in fact the right decision to make to create fairer decisions and a clearer law when deciding sentencing and punishments. The Homicide Act 1957 was appropriate for that era of time, and in no way could be use in todays society as it is simply outdated (Cambridge.org). Overall, there was a need for change in the law to purified a more clear and fair stance on a defence to murder to ensure that justice is served where deserved.  
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